JAPAN MUST FIGHT BRITAIN
particular, their output in 1927 was 20,400,000 barrels, and
they stand seventh in the list of the oil-producing countries
of the world. They have, therefore, a special importance
to the Singapore base, to which they are quite close.
England has long been alive to the military and economic
importance of these islands. She has come to an under-
standing with Holland, and, from the military point of view,
may be regarded as their protector. She is also a partner
in their commercial development and has thus succeeded
in killing two birds with one stone.
The reason why the Dutch consider their very small Fleet
of three cruisers, eight destroyers, and twelve submarines
sufficient for the protection of their East Indies is because
they rely on a British Fleet based at Singapore. The 'Dutch
Shell', a joint concern, is an example of the commercial
partnership.
Holland on the British side.
Enough has been said to indicate that in an Anglo-
Japanese war Holland would be on the side of the British,
though on account of her insignificant Navy she would hardly
allow herself to be drawn into the maelstrom. She would
observe a neutrality friendly to England, but strict and even
obstructive in both its military and economic aspects to
Japan. We must, if at war with England, be prepared for
continual disputes with Holland. We might, for instance,
require to improvise bases in the islands for our submarines,
armed merchantmen, or aircraft to enable them to lie in
wait for a British Fleet attempting to get into Singapore
from the Indian Ocean through the Straits of Sumatra, of
Sunda, of Lombok, or of Bali. The Dutch Government would
regard such action as a breach of neutrality and a dispute
would ensue. Oil, or rubber, for example, might be declared
contraband of war and its supply to us prohibited. That
would give rise to a controversy in international law. A
neutrality friendly to England would make all this inevitable.
Holland's weak points.
However, Japan has nothing to fear on that account.
If Holland were to adopt a one-sided attitude of neutrality,
we are in a position to retaliate. We could, for one thing,
stir up the natives of the islands into revolt.

